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MEMDRAIDUN FOR THE RECRD

- called me in at 0500 z=d showed =s in draft a mewmorandus
recording his conversation with All=n D:lles on Saturday 11 April re CI4
assistance to the Warrem Comvission. In essence, the conversation dealt
with questions which the Warren Commission will direct to CIA. Copy
followus? - : - w swgE

2. [ has suggested thst notiirg further be dome re preparation

‘of an analysis of the OSWAID afZair pendirg receipt of the questions from

the Commission. Answering thess coestions mizkt make it unnecessary to

- prepare an analysis.

3. | asked that we presave, om a oriority basis, a reply to
the FBI comrmnication containirz iwa resaris on the 0SHALD case from

JSosenko. | __ " is handlinz., [ and| _ _are to see it in

pueiad s ) . ,
)

Pis. " also returned t6 me the several ifems of Os#ald production

borrowed on 11 April,
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f 13 April 1964

HEMORANDUM FOR: Deputy Dirsctol for Plans
* e oM :
SUBJECT 2 .o | on Discussions with Mr. Allsm ¥. Dulles
-__..—-——-—-—-‘“ ~
on tne uswald La3e on 1L AJTI

1. At the instructions of the bDP, I visitad Hr;:
pullas on 11 April to discuss with hi=m certaim qusstions.{_

which Mr. Dullss fagls the HarIsn Comaission B2y pass to e
CIA. Mr. Dulles explained that whils the Coamission.imsios 5wy

wished toO clarify certain aspects of the Osxald case im =~ :
which a resspon3e from CIA seaned necessary it was not sure -1
how the guastiocas should be posed mor ho¥ CIA should raspoade 4
Mr. Dullss hoped that our discussions would snable - him-to—="Ii
advisae ths Coamission on this patter. fe girst ralsed the - e
; . allagation'that Oswald was 3 CIA agante He mentioned.two o B i
i sources f£of <his accusation. One was MTs. Hargusritzﬁ;¢1; =
Oswald, Les Harvay Oswald®s =othseT, and the other was Mrei. .. -
~ Mark Lane,.ﬂrs.pﬂsuald's attorney. He suggested that-the - - .. .
Cosmission, in asking us this quastion, aight well forward
a symmary OF psrtinent sxcerpts of the tastiaoay concerning .
this matier. He notad, howevsT, that Mr3. Oswald's testi- -
. mony was S© incoherent that jt would be difficult to find . .. Y
pertinent excerpts, thus it would bs betisr for tha Coa= -~ e
.mission to summarize the testinonys. o wE B s P -y

. 2. Mr. Dullss them suggested that ths responsg to this- &
question could be in the fora of sworn tasttnony_bafora-the._:::;
' Commission by 2 senior CIA officlal or a letter or affidavite
S He recalled that the Director of the FB1 had replied by Lo
letter to 2 similar questioa. in any event, MTe pulles - - S
felt the reply should be straightfaruard and to the peoinrte.- .
He thought language which made it clear that Lae Harvoyvh.' ok
ODswald was naver an employee OF agent of CIA would suffice.. o
e should also state that nsaithsr-CIA noT anyow acting

on CIA's bahalf was ever jn contact OT communication with

Oswald. MTe Dulles did not think it would be a good idea

+o cite CIA procedures for agent assessaent and handling

to show that it would have been unlikely for Oswald to have

been chosen as @ CIA agent to enterl Russia. Thers are always
exceptions to every rule and this might be sisunderstoed by
aembars of the Commission with littls background in activity

of this sort. I agreed with hin that 3 carafully phrasad

denial of the charges of involvazent with QOswald ssemed

! most appropriate.
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3. Tho next gusstion concerned the possibility of
Gswald’s having beea a Sovist agent. »5ir. Dullas suggasted
that the Coamission's question oa this matiar be phrasad .
scaswhat 23 follows: »In the knowlsdge or judgment of CIA
was Lee Harvey Oswald an agsat of the Soviet intalligencs
services or thas intslligence services of other coamuaist
states at any tine prior to 22 Noveabar 1363, or was Oswald
solicited by these intellig=ncs szrvices to bescoms such an

. agent?” After considaring this questiocn, it bscaae apparent

i that tha problem of =makiag a "judgsear™ as to whather Oswmald

i might have become an 3zent of a con=unist powar was subjact

§ e ol mgop a

. to tha same difficultiss ws would have eoncounteraed if we .
had trised. to answer the allesgation of CIA aifiliatsd by

citing CIA's owa procadurses. If CIA, in responding to.the
"judgment™ portion of the guestiom, wers to say that in-
light of its knowledge of Soviet Bloc procadures it was . .
unlikely that Oswald would have beccme their agant, we <1-7 .
would have to adait that exceptions are always possible. -
Mr. Dulles and I felt that it would be betier to aveid this
and coanfine our response to a prociss statement of fact..

This statement, in Mr. Dulles® view, could nete that CIA

possessad no knowledge esither gained indapendently or from

its study of the materials supplied by the Coomnaission
tending to show that Lee Harvey Oswald-was an agent of

the Soviet intelligsncs services, or the services of any
other Communist couniry, or-for that matter of any othsr -
country, , ‘ o e

4. Both questions wers discussed individwally but -
latsxr Mr, Dulles suggested that because they wers inter-
connected it would be better if the Comzission possd thes
in one letter to CIA. I agrsed that this =ight bs simpier.

S.- After covering these guestions of direct Interest
to CIA, Mr. Dulles wmentioned other issues which corcernad
the Commission., He remarked that meabers of the Comaission.
could not understand why CIA had not begum an investigation
of Oswald as soon as it resceivad word that he had defacted.
I roted that this question had bean discussed with Mr,
Rankin and his staff and there sesmed to bes censidsrable

_understanding of the practical circumstapces which nade it

inpossible for CIA to undertake such investigation inside

the USSR. I expressed the hope that it would naot be necessary
fo¥ (CIA to place matters of this sort in the public record.
Mr. Dulles agrsed. -
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6. Mr. Dullas than asked if it were mnormal for
the Sovist Governaent to perzit a Soviet woman to marry
a forsigner and then allow har to leave with her husband
shortly after the marriage. This question perturbed the
Cosaission and thsy would like to have an answer. I said
that whareas ths responsa could hava some bearing on whether
Oswald was an agant, the problem seemed to lie more in the
consular field and I suggasted that the best way to obtain
an opinion on what constituted “normal practics” in marriags
casas in the USSR would bs to question tha Department of
Statfs, Mr. Dullaes agrssd with this.

7. Mr. Dullas axprsssed his appreciatiom for the
assistance accorded hiam and said that he would discuss ths
framing of the quastions for CIA with Mr. Rankin or Hoaday,
13 April. At this point I did offer a perscaal opinion in
razgard to thes way in which CIA should respond. MNoting that -
testinony on questions such as these would be difficult to
insert in the public record, I suggestad that it would be
bsst if the CIA rosponse were in written form. Howaver,
much will depsnd om the form im which the squastions are
- evantually put to us and I isagine that a final decisiom

can be made at that time.

8. At no time durimz thess discunssions did Mr. Dulles )
make any inquiriss about Nesenko and I volumtzered no infor~

nation on this scorve.



